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Mr. Dick Schulta 

Eric 8. Eisenlauer 

Inyourlae!mo 
f0llOWiZlg: 

rtay 6, i984 

of April 26, 1984, you ask the 

Wnder Article xIIfA, is 
in ownership wkent 

1. Wnbr a d.ning.loam 

there a cbanqe 

with a mmh9ning 

It is our position thai the quhtion of wh0tbr 
any of the abmm describad tran3@oxas constitute a change 
in ow-mrship is to bk di2teminsd by reference to ?Wa.nue 
and Taxation Co& Section 61(c) and Rule 462(f) rather 
than Sect&m 6l.(a). In this rmprd, we belfeve it is 
irm3leoant that I%3 entire nizuxti deposit mzfy or nay not 
be rerooved dariqg the rf2maining lease tom. (SM attachad 
copy of a mt3t.m frcxs Xargaret SheCd to Gene MajWEr dated 
~mxzh 31, 1982.) 

With rwipect to the trannf;sr of the royalty igterast 
only, them wuuld be m change in owm3rship in any event. TO 
ehis effwt, see attached copy of a memo from Rcbert X&lam to 
Ray LZ#tieml dated 'ihwecber 7, 1379, ,whfcb w& believe ia 
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8pplicabIe to nininq leases a8 well as oil and qa8 leases. 
Ae indicated by the Xilas 1~9a0, it I.3 tie traacjfer of tha 
reversionary intar93t of the lessor and not t&e royalty 
fntirest wi~fch datunnfnee krhetmr 8 change in ownership ha8 
0CCtUmd. 

Tcb aaswur your spcific questions, ~3931 the 16889c4’8 
int4reW under a miaing lease is tramfarred, there is a 
chmq9 in amershfp if the rcadning term of t!xe lez~~a fs 35 
yean or rmrc3 but not if the resaining taxln is 108s than 35 
yWU8 (IUs 45Z(f)(1)(Pi(fi), (2)(n)(U)), Xken the lekisorc'B 
t?ierest (reversion) under a mining laa3s is transferred, 
t.h%~m is a &nrrqa in cmnership if t+9 renaininq term of the 
lease i3 less than 35 years, Sut not if the rmalnlng tsrn 
is 35 yeara or raora (5519 462(f) (l)(B)(t), (2)WW. 

cc: Hr. Gordon P. Adelxan 
hr. I)obort 8. f;ustafson 
A4r.Verna iialtuo 
&tgal Section 


